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. T)ie lime has At length arrived.when it becomes necessary and right; for 
us, a$ discreet and yigiliint watctiwen ot" oi^r liberties, to cast up our ac* 
coun.tstand seeiif we have iiot suffered ourselves to squander, ; with 
prodigal, waste, what our forefathers accuminulat^^d with tpiL Her^ 
they fled; from the land of oppression, and sought tliat protection and 
hberty that was denied to them in their native hind, with no shelter ssave 
the, wide canopy of heaven, no cheering voices to huoy. them up in the 
dark hour of dismay, save the,war-\yhooppf the savage and tlie^howUng of 
wild beasts; no one to rely on for prot^iction, save ouj^ common. parent* 
In those days of despair, in that hour of darkness,, a star appeared in .the 
East, and soon attracts the observation of millions on foreign shores 5 that 
illunpinated pur paths through the, dark; valley of oppregSipn and cpjiducr 
ted us triumphantly to liberty and independence* That star:wa8 our in> 
mortal Washington, who, with his patriotic band, went shoulder to 
shoulder and planted the tree of liberty in our midst and put to flight our 
most deadly foes, with no other star to guide them save the thir.st for . 
hberty.: They light up their political horison, lately envejpped in dark- 
ness, with the lamp of freedom and independence. No demon of fanati- 
cism then stalked through the land, yet smoking with the hlood of martyrs 
of liberty ; no ambitious, lawless aspirants to otfice who would, with giant 
strides, crush down the laws of their country ; no syren, melodious voicft 
to crejtte sectional jars and divisions; no atttunpt, on the part of old Eng- 
land, so latsly chastised', to make us stain our hands in a brother's blood; 
No, like the forlorn travellers, almost exhauisted by the vicissitudes of 
time and all kind of exposure, they become mutually attached to each 
other after having arrived in the port of safety, would, like some des- 
perate wild beast, after having defeated, his pursuers, with much loss of 
blo .d, watch with increased anxiety, and with eyes li*<e glaring balls of 
fire ready to pounce on his enemy. But that feeling was of short dura- 
tion, and the time soon arrives when a dark cloud is seen at a distance 
in the North, which began to cover our political horizon, filled with all 
the elements necessary to complete our destruction. There lived amongst 
us, at that time, men who have since passed to that bourne from whence 
no traveller returns, who warned us, with more than paternal admoni- 
tion, against the impending danger, and, implored us to buckle on the 
armor of virtue and to maintain, in common, all the blessings, bequfjathed 
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to lii by o^rlforiSwhers. They, then, invoked the aid of patriotic de« 
parted souls to hover around us and intercede for the preservation of 
those bicsiings they achieved, but all in vain; their supplications have 
passed alike unheeded by all, save the ghosts of our revoluntary sires, 
who yet present themselves to our immagination, all covered with wounds, 
reiterating in our ears to rally aroup.d the standard of liberty and to de- 
fend the constitution. The flood-gate of dl^struction has been raistid by 
our enemies and unless stopped will sooner op later sink our happy laud 
and instititutions into the lowesi gulf of insigaificence. Methinksl hfar 
the confused murmuring and fearful forebodings of the oppressed na- 
tions of the earth. They, too, would drop a tear of sorrow at seeing 
their only asylumn no longer to them a plaee of safety. No longer 
would we be held out as a beacon of light, by the reflections of which 
they might sooner or later be released from their opprtssion. 

Let us commence the work of reformation, and, like dilligent phy- 
sicians, examine the cause of the disease, and while their is life let us 
not despair ; let oar medicine be entreaties for the healthy restoration of 
the body politic. Let us picture, in glowing terms, to the imagination 
of our aggressors the injuries we have received at their hands; let us 
unfold to their view, in the most pathetic manner, the ties of consan- 
guinity that they have rent assunder, the holy league of paternal union 
that they have attempted to violate; let us- present to their disord^jrtd 
imaginations old Englan(i, oiir common enemy, our unnatural parent, that 
has fanned the flame of discord amongst us- and with whom it has ever 
been characteristic to appease her jealousy with the blood of her deluded 
and infatuated victim-. Shall emigration of foreigners- to this county, in 
the wildest flght of the imagination, be considered in any wise conducive 
towards bringing about the present state of things. No foreign influence 
is now as it was in the good days of old — they were then in a manner all 
foreigners — a man just fled from the land of oppression is the last be- 
ing on earth to suspect of voluntarily rivettingoil himself his old mana- 
cles of dominion, and it is not until time and a chain of circumstances 
throws him off" hisguard, md he ceases to use vigilance, that he is in most 
danger. It is very natural for a wise and discreet son, who feels his bosom 
warmed by the tenderest emotions of filial duty, to believe a parent right, 
when he is right, and to make his course through life the standards of his 
actions. Sucn should be oar feelings in relation to our forefathers. — 
There can be no ambition, howf^ver grasping, that should aspire, to be 
•either greater or more patriotic. Were they able to govern themselves ? 
Yes! Their noble deeds have entwined around their brows wreaths of 
glory that will remain unimpaired until time is no more. Is there an 
American citizen* so to teelingdead, whose bosom never has* been warm- 
ed with the liveliest emotions of gratitude towards that galla^nt band of 
foreigners who warmed our once desert plains Avith their generous 
blood ; can that sympathy, shoved to us in the day of our adversity, in the 
cause of our mutual struggle for liberty ; can their deserted homes, car- 
rying with them no incentive to action save the thirst to be the revengers 
of our cause, ever be obliterated by time ? No-i So long as the love o-f 
liberty is cherished and gratimde has a seat in our breasts, so long will 
we cherish their memory and point them out to posterity as the brightest 
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constelktloa in the firmament of fame. Away, then, with such false/ pre- 
tences.. As well might Julius GiEsar have attributed the downfall .of 
Rome to foreign influence, when he crossed tb^ river Rubicon , and, 
trampled under foot the laws of his country. As well might a disease 
in the heart, that has caused a form of gigantic strength to mingle with 
its mother dust, be attrib.i^table to the action, pfstiie fingers, and toes, that - 
move only through the agency and instrumientality of thejfieart blood of 
life. - No, amnion, ;>vith her uncomely and snotly crevv, nas,jby her in- , 
sinuattng address, although, ;,sp)ni^etimes repulsed, at last .tpade her en- : 
trance, and invaded theihigh ijemple of j'jastice and liberty, erected by our 
forefathers; anjicoiiveirted it into a den of, thieves. . Is there yet no balm 
iu Gilea,d and is their no physixjian there ? Where^jare the jfescendants 
of that ijlu^trious band, once in the North, that helped to se^l^our Union': 
with their plood? Ckn their sons disgrace their sires by being the au- 
thors of th^ir country*s wron^? Is there yet no surviving patriot sire 
whose imagination ot former times is fresh, that could lay bare. his ema- 
ciated fratiie, worn ^own by the consuming tooth of timc^and point to 
them the. batde ground, all covered with gore, and call on them to 
raliy around .the standard of liberty and to, defend the constitution. Mas- ^ 
sachusetts was amongst the, first to.unfurl th,e banner of independence. On ' 
the.iSth J.uly, 1776, Gep. Putnam unfurled the banner at Ciambridge, 
on the joyful ^i^scasion of the reception in tkat town pf the. declaration of 
independence, bearing the motto on one Sjide', anappt al to heaven, on the 
other side " Qui irans/wiiY smiinei" This same Sfassachuseits has: so 
far, descended from her pristine purity as to have been one amongst the 
most active StateSfihat has produced the deadly hostility that now exists 
between the iNorth and the South, on the subject of negro slav.ery. Ail who 
know any thing of pur rejvoluiipnary struggles wnth old England know. " 
that it was cpnducted, under the auspices ef the old continental Congress, 
which acted -under the autl,ioriiy of the articles of confederation, cpnsti- 
tuting but a very imperfect bor^ of^ union between the States. It was 
the pressure from without and a sense of common danger that kej)t.the 
States together, and^the moment that pressure was removed the^co'nfede- 
ration v/as about to be di&solvqd into its original eUments and even then . 
there were no scruples expressed as to whether slaves and their.pwners 
w^j-e notjalike protected with citizens possessing property . of a different 
kind. 

•The preamble pf our constitution says; that the object in forming a 
new government \yas to form-a perfect uiiion between the States, estab- 
lish justice, insure domestic tranqiiility, provide for thye common defenca 
promote the general welfare and to secure, the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves an{d posterity. Section 2d, of article 4th, says th;|t the citizens in 
each State shall be entitled ,toaEthe privileges and immunities of citizens, 
in the several States. Oijir constitution throughout breathes a spirit, of 
equal protection tp alLpf our citizens, regardless of the kini of property they 
may be possess^^d of, if honestly acquired. If our constitution expresses 
no doubt as to our perfect equality in all the rights and. privileges of our 
government and protects, us in our rights to follow any, o9cupation we may 
most desire wi*h the privilege of accumulating any kind, of property that 
in .our wisdom we may deem most salutary t • our interest. It would 



4. 



A PAMPHLET ON EQtJAL RIGHTS AND PXlIVXLEGis/ 



« 

then necessarily appear that there can be no power vested with the right 
to pass any laws in opposition to the full spirit and meaning of that in. 
sirunaent, and that neither the people in a' State or Territory have any 
right to say whether it shall be a free or slave State, but open to the re* 
ception of all American ^^citizens, slave holders and non slaveholders.— 
Under our consiituuon tfieyall'go there with equal fights and privileges, 
Neither party can, without conQ-icting with its principles', exclude the 
other party, as in eith-er case there would be one party agrieved, when 
both are made equal under the constiiution. The Ternibries:are ,the 
property of the United States and under the guardianship of Congress, 
and subject to such laws-as Congress chooses to provide for them or per* 
mit them to make for thtmselves; until they become Stales. The chil- 
dren have then arrived at twenty-one years of age and might be said 
10 be outot the control of their guardians, they pos essing all ike rights 
of their fathers. But, nevertheless, the guardianship of "Congress ntiver 
ceases— it was appointed- for no limited time or period. True it is, 
when a Territory is admitted into the Union as a ^tate, she may be said 
10 be out of the control of her guardian Congress, but only to a very Hini- 
ted ex'.ent.. But it cannot be said that a part possesses ail the rights of 
their fathers, which was not lavished on one javt lut to be equally divi- 
ded. If any number or the whole of &a.d oaiidren, having arrived at 
twenty-one years of age, is satisfied to rcO.-ive eaoh oQe.'oc their said 
guardian, the equal proportion allotted to tach under their father's will. 
In that case there would be no cause or good reason for this guardian to 
interpose, but in case of a palpable violation of said will, or a want of 
strict adherence and fidiility to all its principles by either heir or heirs, 
then he or .they would foe placed just as much Under and as subject to 
•said guardian as though they were infant heirs. I consider the blessings 
conferred on us by our constitution similar in its character to ah estate 
composed of different varieiiijs of property, left by a iather' to be equal- 
ly divided between his childreh and so ingeniously fixed as to descend 
in the same undiminished equ.il distriUuioa to the latest posterity, and 
so entailed that neither child can have it in his power of disposing of his 
interest or parting with it in any way one to another, and if such a thing 
did ha{-pen, in violation of sa:d will, whereby one portion of sa.d family 
was entirely r.bbtd by the other, or even obtained it by the con- 
sent of the sufferer, it would neither make the one richer or the 
other poorer, because the guardian appointed to carry .out said will 
would discover that they had been dibbling with properly intended for- 
ever to be kept saor^d. The guardian, under such circumstances,' beirg 
fully o.lothed with the power and sworn to support the will, has full 
power to enforce it and to lay hold of property so extorted from the 
hands of one brother into anoUier, and applies it or returns it just where 
it was at first, which is to descend to his and their posterity in like undi- 
vided manner, subject to be recovered in like manner, under whatever 
circumstances it may be parted with. The fact of a part of said sons being 
absent and a part being present at a. certain time when a division of a 
small tract of land estate was to take place, would not give those who 
might be present any advantage over their absent brothers, but when 
they returned they would have a right to demand of their guardians the 
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same equitable, proportion- that they would have re.ceivdd if th'ere/at^^t^ 
time of tlie, •division. The citizens of the , United Spate's, agi*eefiibly ltd 
the full spirit of the consiitiUion, are all equally protecred in 'Uieit hdn'^jj^ 
occupations and- all guaranteed to have equal rights- and -priyile 
'vvould appear^ if Kansas was made a free State or-slaV^' SVateV tfa,iit ' it 
would be doiie to the «ki;lusion of hiembers of the same^ family; 'of 
whom, under the constitution, have^ the 'same right. A- rnair liVirig i"^ 
Jexas would have just as good a ri^ht, under the eoiTistitutioii,'t6 ihlrb/his 
negroes there as he vvould have lo stay in Tejcas ; andvonthe'bther h^n^^^^ 
il it is made a slave State a man froni the North would hkve just as- g'b^ 
a' right to go: there as He has to slay in the North.- Their^ t^amis would 
l)e just as ec^uitable as the o'airiia of absent It ga^ees to ah estate iri 
wh'Ch all have to be equah The constimuon of-iae United'Stites guat^ 
antees toeveiy State in the Union a republican form af governrriehU-^ 
I should like lo see a re):ublican government fully port'taytd in ^ ita 
beautiful forms, that would force an American citizen to leave '"'ihe 
i:ountry of hia adoption, because he; h^tppeiied to' owri a' kind oH prbperty 
not suited and adapted to- the wishes ox ihe.majority of fahatic^j' in one 
State. It ia rid.calcui'io su-; pose ^hat cur baustitudoii has clothed" on0 
portion of American cjtiv^ens with the exercise' of 'grtater powers of 
privileges than ano'.he:, aud ifitis true ti:at we are 'all equally protec- 
ted and all entitled to equal rights- and priviiiges, then 'Missoui'i' HiiS' jiiit 
as good a r^ght to exclude a nvm from the ISorih, vvilh'ivis propeiiy, '?^^^ 
they would have a right to cxciude' and urive from 'tlioir State a' Missbu-i 
rian with his htgrots. Thi fundamerital.priiic'i^esof'alLlaw is foiinded 
up^^n the broad gvcund of ju;t;C') and will not tolerate wrongs either in- 
tentionally or erroneously comjuitted between individlJLUs,' but stands iii 
bold exhibit an unimpaired moLUment of jiistic'3 ever willing to;do j'us^* 
tice to all. Gan it be supf osed iha't our gQjricats' cohstiluiion 'i^ ifiVpi'e 
rotten and more treacherous to. our interest? Has this ' inodel bf wis* 
dom fallen in standaul weight below the petty laws of' the land i li 
one fetote permitted so to torture it as to ttrip a; part of its eiii^eris d| 
their rights? -The frtmiers of tlVis constiiiuiori declare, tlve ri^ost^^^ 
phatic language, that it is the !?upreraci law of the land and^all laws'mad(j 
jn pursuance thereof. A conspicuous ftaiuve in this will is declaring ia-ll 
entid'cd to equal rights a\id privileges. It now remains to exa^mine'thd 
portion received ly the* heirs and f;ee if there has not been a' toiaVdeparl 
tare from duty oh the part of the 'guardian sworn to support' iHewilH 
which makes ca'jh heir entith' d to the' same. If a m.ajority in one State has a 
right toagitate one settled principle of the.constiiuiidBand thierdbyTeftjse'tp 
admit' as residents in a State heirs who have an equal claim, 'tihder thp 
constitution, to all the rights and privileges, and to drive frotn the limits 
of a State' all who ' may own a kind o[ property not congenial to thd 
wishes of, the majority in said State ? Then Fwouid say ihat'the same 
majority would have the right to abolith the right we all possess, of trial by 
jury. Tf a State has a .right to agitate one settled principle of 'the (iori* 
stitutioh and conflict with its principles, they have the right to act upon 
another. Congress does not nor never did possess any right to leg-islat^ 
either as to the extension or restriction of' slavery. She has no power 
to increase or lessen its limhs, no more thaii a co.mthon giiardian li-^s th^ 
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power to increase or dirninish an estate which be is bound to -divide 
equally between heirs, and she had just as good ? right to repeai any 
law, made. % ihe exercise of a power that she never possessed, as a 
i!©<yue has to return stolen goods to their proper owner. Has this guardian 
Gongress, thatihas, the power to admit a State into the Union, ro more to- 
do with it? ItVshe possesses no power to extend or lessen tne limits, 
can she, when sjie is sw^rnto support the constitution and make all equaj ; 
has she a right, at that ttriticai moment, the htirs all being of age sliA 
each one diBmanding his proportion agreeably to the wijl, to lose sight of 
that ins^jiument and to turn the heirs loose, and with tacit indulgence to 
suffer each one to tcrarnble for himself and for the majqrity to mle the 
minority out of their equitable propor.ijn; ,or js she not b9und to admit 
^a.S ate into the Union, tree to alt American, citizens, regardless of the kind 
of prqpef ty they may ba possessed of, leaving it to the option of the^|people 
of the entire, mass ,to f9llow any oicupation they m9st desire, with the 
right of aGcunililating any property eitaer in the^hape of nfr groes or any 
other property and ther6 ,io live and remain sheltertd by the benign m- 
fluence of q^r,.constitution, that.affords all equal protection. If Congress 
has no righl to 'legislate either upon the re&tr>xition or e3ftensioapf slavery, 
where didja,:Siate get a right to legislate upon private prop(.a:lj ? The 
constitution -iays the p'owei's not delegated to..the Unit^fl Stated iipr pro- 
•hibited by it to the States -are reserved to the States respectively or ,tQ 
the people, /l^he constit,w.Uon, in-this case, just means what is clearjy 
expressed therein, that the ^'tates'or people/are vested with, the right of 
exercising «li„po^vers n9t prohibited by tiie^-constituiion. That is iionclu- 
sive. . The right is not pj-©}iibited to a State to make her Slate laws _and 
consequently each State . possesses that rj,ght, provided, nevertheless, that 
a State, in, it^e passage '-of iher laws, does not conflict with the svitfJ^d 
principles ;9f' the constitution^ of the United State- . There are settled 
principles of, the constitution, therein fully 'e^xpressed for the good of the 
whole, the enumerjation of which amounts to prohibition, that neither 
Congress and muchiess a State has a shadow of right even to, agitate or 
throw in ihe, do jbtful shape, of controversy, but laia dov^-n as immutable 
settled prii;iciples, and by which every American citizen should be gov- 
erned. There no settled principle in the -constitution more clearly '^x- 
pre^sed than that declaring that all are entith d to equal rights and pi ivi- 
leges and jiinm^nities. That is the very . arch>stone upon ;which the 
whole tjiiperstructure of our liberties are founded. Our constitution is 
replete throwghqut ^with a' spirit of equal protection to ev ry American 
c.tizen^ arii,dike the pointed dagger, is diructvd to the hearts of tyrants, 
robs royalty of its base attributes and hurls kings from their ma^^sy 
thrones. B^tjit may be said that tha'. doctrine would" be denying to 
the States, tlie exercise of their rights,' tut far otherwise. It is only de- 
nyii^ to, tiiem the power to conflict with the settled pxinciplies of the 
constitution for the good of the, whole. As. well might an heir to a part 
of ap. estate .consplain of not having justice rendered him, after having 
rece;ived his eqintablie proportion promised by his father's wi|l, because 
he^iivas not permitted to rob his other brothers, all of whom were in;^de 
equal. sNb, it is one State so far from being robbed of her vested rights 
that has<been permitted to vi^olate the settled principles , of ihe.constila- 
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tioa, which were laid dowri as cardinal points for every America^ citi«^ 
z^iii to b'3 govreriied by, up to which they have a right to go^ believer \td 
pass. The president Ol the United States is anoiher g;uardiari^ of th^ 
peo()le aiid i.s iiilly vested with the paw jr of having, alt laws executed 
that are tnade in pursuance to the constitution, and being swo^a tb sup«^ 
port the coaslimtion, possesses the right to -bp^iosejiby direct prohibiiioni 
any law mc^de in opposition to the full spirit and meaning of that instru* 
mehtand it is by and throu>j|h those, our guardian's, that the public domabiii 
is purchased. It inust be through the saaie channel that the distribution is 
made, and that distribuvion can only be made equitableby; strictly adliering 
to the will that hath drawn no line of discrimi nation* bet\ven^nO' St>f 'or 
party, but recognizes all eqiuai. Our eonstifiution is the' supreme* law of 
the land and VLCognizes public land as pu^blic property, open 'bn ecjisal 
terms to aU American citia^ns, regardless of the kind of property t ey 
may be possessed of and beyond the reach of any controlling in|i\ience 6f 
Stale laws to the contrary. To say otherwise would be to^i assurne 
the position that it is not public property, but Only open to a ceri* 
tain ciass' who happen to be blessed with the right kind 'of ' J)rb^erty 
qualificationsj who possess the power to remove at ; their - option' any 
Americai* citizen, however good he may be, if itis his misfortiine to'dwii 
a kind of property n^ot congenial to tkeir wishes. Our cbnstitu(i&h^ pro- 
tects all religious denominations in. the right to worship the'' SitprSmei 
being in their own way and a^ter their own forms If a^ majbriiy iri 
one State in direct opposition to the full spirit and meaning of the con^' 
stitution — that says- we are entided to equal rights- and privileges— has 
the power to drive a citizen from their State in consequtsnce of being thd 
owners of property and of a kind not of their choice ? By th^ scitie 
process of reasoning, the same majopity would have a Tight to reKlove' a' 
good citizen from their State who might be so unfortunate to-' enter* 
tain reh'gious notions at variance with theirs. What now is the* diffe- 
rence ? A man with his property i» just as much> pSiotected under the 
constiliuion as a man is with his religious views, l^hey are both Asie- 
rican citizens, no line of discriihination drawn by which one cai> claim: 
any advantage over the other. - There is a Roman Gatfeolic that I'dd not 
like, he entertains religious notioiis at variance wit& ttiine, Wttiiist- feav^ 
there, also, is, a man who owns negroes that I don't like, he itiust: leave 
also. If the man owning slaves is driven off, by the exercise of the same 
right they cau^riye from the State the catholic. The one owtis property 
that they disapprove of ^nd- the other entertaij® religious views' at vari- 
ance with theirs. Suppose there is at this time a sufficiency of iiegro hold- 
ers in Kansas to make it a slave State, and it is iBstle a slav6 State,- and 
there happens to setde a man who o^vns no negroes, he eritefsirqyairter sec- 
tion of land and is surroujided with a^ll the comforts of Ife calculated to ihsui 
ease in his declining ye^rs, a deputation waits on him and afser disposing 
of some of the forms and ceremonies of the day,, and' used iw this casfe as 
a preface to the w^rongs they were about to> inflict upon him, " Sir, tfoe 
laws of our State authorise us to apprise you that this cannot l)e your abi- 
ding place, we have flocked here as negro holders and ma«Je ist a' slavtf 
State. We prefer negro labor to hiring white men, and we also prefer- 
mules to horses. Now we are satisfied that our choice in those particu*'* 
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upon thatiypu are: to leave immfidiatelyi for we so^ that you work^ white 
haad^, f^rie ;horsps and jcattle knowing, as you must do, , that we are work- 
ing(;negi;oes andfiiiules, and therel>y holding outa spirit of rebeliion and 
and ,re£ii§tance , to,: our laws." If. this persecuted indiyiduai, if an 
tfie? ijiatitr© pf ithiiags it was possible for this man to be a citi* 
zen of . .phe St^te ^nly and at ; the same time not 5u. citizen of 
the:.pnited|!States; and not, eiititled to his full share' of protection,, and 
w^s not -ari/eq^ual particdpaiu in all the rights, privileges and immuni- 
ties of guf ^country, then, he,;Uuder these circumstances, would have to 
bow .with . implicit; obedience to the mandates of his rulers^ who had im« 
posedi tippn ;Jiiin, such ,. binding andune qual conditions. Let. us take 
a.,glanceiat,the spirit iOf extenuination that now stalks with-dej^tructive in- 
fluence dirough. our l<ind. We have the painful testimony before us, a 
ca,se'pf :a b,ody of armed .men, well 4it5ciphned and organised, snflered to 
pass with 'impunity through the Umted, States and to wage civil \yar. Tq 
what : circumstance, shall; we attribute this startling- state of things, for 
Aixiencan citizens, cqanected hy all the titjs of consanguinity and all the 
social relations of ,; life, and by all the recollections of fornier mutual 
struggles for our liberty., now ready to bury in oblivion all former ties and 
to. stain their handg - in S brothers blood. Is it only a slight indisposition 
onthe.part ;0f the body politic that . will wear away of, its own; accord, 
>vithou| the.^apphqation of -any remedy, no it is, that worm of , destruction 
thattheverrdies, that has with loathful steps seated itself in the hqart of 
pur body ppUtic. ; It .s; that destroyer of the peace and happiness of : the 
himianiamily.jthat, has .deposed innocence and virtue ffom , their unassu- 
ming po^itlqns." subverted empires, made rivers of blood to .flow, and 
wrung,- the ^hearts of the widow and the orphan with bitter anguish. — 
Novit.is.an attempt on the part of one . party to exclude the other from 
being eqtial! sharers in the blessings of their common country and to maka 
prppertynqiuadifications the: test by which an individual: is either suffered to 
rem,3.in iii.thefland of his fathers or excluded as the case may be. It is 
an attempt on the. part of one pa^ty.to vvave the flag of triumph over the 
other, matters wherein both are recognised as equal under the laws of 
their country,, hiU only destroy that feature in oui* constitution that aflprds 
equ8^1 protection to rail, and all would be lost that is worth preserving. Like 
causes has. and . always will-produce like effects, and we will pass off hke 
all; 0ther nations of the earth who have been governed by the, same prece* 
dent. Friendly relations between individuals jointly interested in any en- 
terprise are alone sustained by a strict reciprocity of good feeling enter- 
t^ained by :eaGh to one another, and a; concurrence of opinion in all .:those 
leadiiiig : principles, dictated by common sense and justice, a departure 
from^hich, by either party, would be equally injurious to^ both parties* 
and, would -not oiily be in opposition: to their interest, but sooner or later 
would be the means of dis^olvoig a firm, neither of whom, individually* 
wpuld be abk5 .to.piusue the same business upon his o\yn means arid re- 
respoii^sjbility, but.\vhen uniiud -^ver** enabled to compete with and over-' 
come their older opponents. When States aire so dipafTecred^ one^.tpwards 
another, whose interests are identifled, they are alike on the retrograde^ 
.only on a. larger scale.; When a vState is made a }>lave State it ,has no 
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tendency, nor never had, to induce slave holders to the belief that they 
were the entire owners of the public doniain within the limits of saitl 
State to the entire exclusion of any and every body who wished to settle 
there who did not bring with them the requisite property quaHfications. 
All that slave holders claim in a slave State is to hold their property and 
to use it in a way or manner they may desire, and to receive that protec- 
tion promised by the constitution to .every American citizen.. They do 
not object to a man coming from the North and settling toongst them, 
and equally participating and enjoying their share, of its comforts and 
blessings. If our constitution guarantees to all American citizens equal , 
rights and privileges, it would appear that a man with negroes has just 
as good a right to settle in a free btate as a man owning no negroes has a 
right to settle in a slave Slate. The one prefer enslaving a white man 
and his family, free born citizens of the United States, and the other pre- 
fer getting the work out of negroes. But people in a free State appear , 
to think that t<iere are two kinds of American citizens, entirely difierent 
and separate in character: — One kind that owns negroes, and the ether 
property of a different kind, and that it is the latter kind that the consti- 
tution intended to say were entitled to equal rights and privileges, to the 
exclusion of the former. If Congress has a right to aiimit a State into 
the Union, and we are satisfied that she does possess that right,. how and 
under what circumstances is the question. Does Congress act in obedience 
to the high obligation imposed by the constitution toithrow.it open jn a way 
and manner thereby sutilering the majority ;to rule the minority cut of 
their rights, and rights that Congress was appointed as their guardian to Q 
protect — and to measure to each one his full share of justice — and to place 
them be^'ond the usurping influence of State laws 1 Will it be contended 
that Congress has faithfully executed her trust, and legislated for the good 
of the whole, when she admits a State into the Union as a siiter State, 
and then surrenders all power to the State thus admitted — leaves the heirs 
on the estate that should have been divided equally between them — and 
beholds in the struggle for the ascendancy, with tacit acquiescence, the 
majority, excluding the minority, and at length the entire owners of pro- 
perty that all were equally entitled to? Congress, as guardian for the 
whole people of the United States, and sworn to support the constitution, 
which declares that all are equal, has no right to admit a State , into the 
Union, public property as it is, v/ithout throwing it open alike to all Aaner- 
ican citizens, slaveholders or not slaveholders, and to protect each one in 
his rights. This guardian possesses no power under the will or constitu- 
tion either, to add to or diminish it, but holds the benefits, rights and pri- 
vileges, in trust, to be equally divided, and any effort on the part of a few 
to lay hold of more than their equitable proportion, to the exclusion of 
others, all of whom have an equal right, can be counteracted by the legal 
interposition of said guardian, who is clothed with all the necessary attri- 
butes to carry out the purposes of the will. In case said guardian was 
driven to that alternative, would any say that they were robbed of rights 
guaranteed to them by the constitution? Congress has no right to add to 
or diminish the limits of slavery, either in a State or territory, no more 
th2ii_she possesses the right to add to or diminish the limits to any other 
private property. The constiiution draws no Ime of discrimination be- 
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tween property, but* leaves negroes as any other property, at the discre- 
tion of the owners, to be taken any where, or to any place, at the option 
of legal owners. Does not that spirit of general protection that our con- 
stitution breathes throughout to every American citizen ai^ovd a tower of 
defence to which the oppressed can retreat, and under its jli'otection and 
fostering care demand restitution ? Is congress appointed to act for the 
good of the whole people of the United States? Or is a State vested 
with the exercise of powers to destroy that equality that her creator, the 
constitution, says shall exist, and which Congress has sworn to sustain? — • 
Where does a State get the right to legislate upon private property ? Is 
it an original right they claim, that is found amongst vmcivilized beings in 
a state of savage ferocity, where might gives right, where superiority is 
tested by physical force ? Or is it an original right, derived from our con- 
stitution, that declares all are equal ? Our constitution says whenever two 
thirds of both houses of Congress shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to this constitution — or on the application of the legislatures 
of two thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for proposing 
amendments, which in either case shall be valid, to all intents and purpo- 
ses, as part of this constitution, when ratified by the legislatures of three 
fourths of the several States, or by com^entions in three fourths thereof, 
as the one or other mode of ratification may be proposed by the Congress. 
The constitution in this case just means what is clearly expressed therein. 
It cannot be so tortured as to convey the id^i-a that any power under the 
pretext of amending the constitution, has a right to- destroy that justice, 
domestic tranquility and equal protection, to every American citizen in 
all the rights, privileges and immunities, under our government, which 
the framers of our constitution labored to maintain. That power was 
given to create, but not to destroy, but to make any amendments that the 
increased wants of posterity might from time and circumstances demand; 
and in case of any omission on the part of its original framers ot any 
thing in any wise calculated to render more perpetual and indissoluble 
that paternal league that should forever exist — then they possess the right 
so to amend it as to be enabled to carry out the original design of its fra- 
mers, and to make any amenclmsnts that may be necessary to unite our 
grand confederacy more strongly in the bonds of amity and good will. — 
The preamble to mv cons iiuuon declares the object iu makiiig it was to 
form a more perfect union b( tween the States — to establish justice, in- 
sure domestic iranquiLty, provide for thi common defence, piomote the 
general welfare and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and pos- 
terity — and there is not living power on earth thai has the right to make any 
addition thereto, which does not give strength to all its pin poses, spirit 
and meaning. The amendments must bu conceived and made in the 
same spirit that gave birth to the coj]stiiution - it was made and intended 
that all should be equal under its influence — and any of its creatures are 
only vested with the power to act as sentinels to ward off encroachments 
against the liberty of the people by a rigid and strict adherance of each 
one to their chartered limits. Their limits for action are to perpetuate and 
strengthen, and to preserve unimpaired, to the latest posterity, the work 
that our forefathers labored to obtain. Their limits are to strengthen but 
not to destroy. 
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The framcrs of our constitution, as though endowed wxtii i^hriostsispe:!- 
natural wisdom and sagacity, explored the dark and 'gloomy 'caverns ot 
futuri'y, the birth plact; of tyrantc and tiie usurpers of their country's 
lawi, there they thought they saw infant monsters in human shape that 
would when niaturv;d wretitle with the liberties of their country, and in 
pursaanc3 of their well grounded fears and apprehensions have placed the 
constitution between the people and danger forever, to be called the law 
of the land, and only admits any amendments to l^e called a part of the 
original — (if it is a part of the original) — if it is a part of the constitu- 
tion. It can only be so by being made after the model of the original— 
in the same spirit and meaning — thereby strengthening the bond of union 
between th - States instead of impairing it. The thing itself must exist 
in an imperfect shape biiore an amendment can be conceived necessary. 
The evil must exiit before it can be removed, or its appearance amongst 
us must be anticipated before we can arm ourselves again^t its influence. 

Is there any thing on the pages of our constitution to shoiiy that negroes 
are not a^ nmch protected m the possession of their owners as any other 
private proptrty ? Does the constitution draw any line of discrimina- 
tion between individuals wdio may own property of an opposite character ? 
If our constitution guarantees to all equal rights and prwileges, neither 
two-thirds of both houses of Congress, nor convention, has a i;ight to de- 
cide to the contrary, and neither of said bodies.asseinbied have a right nor 
never had to say that slavery might be introduced or excluded in this or 
that State to suit the will of the majority. The creatures in this case can- 
not be greater than their creator. The creator of our constitution declares 
that we are ail equal, and neither of said constituted bodies, all of which 
are creatures of the constitution cannot dc^^troy that equality. They, as- 
sembled, can impart no power to a State tlmt they never possessed'. If, 
then, our constitution guards .the slave holder alike w'ith a man owning a 
different kind of property and draws no line of disiirimination between 'in- 
diduals, but holds out the same inducements to a-U, in that case no amend- 
ments can be made to it witliout destroying the original. But suppose 
that it was apparent, from the face of the constitution, that it did not af- 
ford, in.a certaiii clause, that general protection to all that was intended 
by its framers. Even in that case they would have no right.to act other- 
wise than to take up the constitution and to act up entirely and akogether 
to the full spirit and meaning of that instrument and the palpable inten- 
tion of its framers ; in tiiat case they would possess no right to .say that 
this or that private property should be excluded from a State at the option 
of the majority in said State. But, on the other haM^ it would unfold it- 
self as a case that would come under the immediate jurisdiction of either 
of the before mentioned constituted bodies to make amendments. There 
is a case exposed to their view, presenting an evil that they have the 
power of amending ; a principle, ambiguous in iis character, when ex- 
ercised, efiectually destroys that equality that was intended should exist.— 
They have a right to amend it agreeably to the true spirit and meaning 
of the constitution and so to remove said evils, if any should exist, as to 
harmonise with its views and intention. 

The framers.of our constitution although endowed with rare' powers of 
intellectual research, entertained no favorable notions of infallibility, — 
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They- kriew'.tMt thay were only men and like all of the human race liable 
to err, and for fear of having fallen short in their efforts lo promote the 
grand objects they had in view, appointed agents to make any amend- 
ments they might conceive necessary to complete and make perfect that 
tower of defence — the con-titution 

Our constitution says, *'No person held to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof, escaping into another State, shall, inconsequence 
of any kw or regulations thereih be discharged from such service or la- 
bor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the party to whom such servi- 
ces or labor may be due." Is there any thing therein to show that this 
clause has exclusive reference to a negro and his owner, nor does it neces- 
sarily follow by the expression "escaping into another ."rtate," that it was 
meant to be understood to be a free Stale Js it here, where a State con- 
ceives the right is ceded to legislate on private property and eiiher to in- 
crease or dhninish it at the caprice and will of the majority of one State ? 
Is it from this indefinite clause, that embraces almost every variety of per- 
sons, without regard to age, party, sex or condition, that : they ha^/e 
thrown away the true spirit of the constitution and derived th power to 
exclude more than one half of the people of the United Stati s from being 
equal participants and sharers in the blessings of our common country ? — • 
Is this the clause, the starting place from which scenes of horror, blood 
and carnage has emanated ? This provides for the reclamation of slaves, 
it is true, but not any mor^ than it does provide for the reclamation of any 
other fugitive from justice,' agreeably to laws of the State. It affords a white 
man a redress of wrongs inflicted., on him by his fellow man and of his 
own color ; it enables the man who has watched with paternal solicitude 
his apprentice, confided to his care, to claim his services, if he rambks for 
security into an adjoining State. It enables the poor man, destitute of the 
conveniences and comforts of life, to pursue and recover the price of his 
labor from one who has retreattd into another State for safety, although 
surrounded with all the, appendages of wealth ; and, on the other hand] it 
enables the one who hires either labor or services in any way for a stipu- 
lated afnount, to exact it or its equivalant. All of our indebtedness, one 
to another, has grown and emanated either from labor or services render- 
-ed in one way, some in another. Labor is an article of trade ai^d profit 
to both contracting parties, and a man Avhen he has it to dispose of, when 
uncontrolled, generally hunts out the best market and sells his labor or 
services by the day, month or year to the man who will give him the most 
money, and a contract thus made by two white men, by rnutual consent, is 
just as much binding as any other contract that could be made by the same 
individuals, agreeably to the laws of the State— for instance, I hire a 
white man for a term of twelve months, the stipulated price in cash agreed 
upon in advance— I am now enabled, if he leaves me, to reach 
him in any State, and to recover my money or services — he will be deliver- 
ed up, not to take off and sell, but to place in the hands of the law, and 
to make it appear that I am the person to whom his service is due. The 
constitution, in this case, draws no line of distinction between colors, bond 
or free;*but lays dov/n the same law for all to be governed by. It not 
only enables the master to recover his negro that he is equitably and le- 
gally th'e owner of during life, but says that no person held to service or 
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labor in one S^ate, urxder the laws thereof , escaping into another shall, ia 
consequence of any' law'ot' regulation therein be discharged from such ser- 
vice or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim to the party to whom service 
or labor may be due — ^there is but little more to shovv tliat the refer- 
ence is more directed to master and his ii3gro than to almost every oth^r 
class of citiz'ms— that clause does and was intended to act as a barrier 
againit any injury that one State, when excited by jealousy, might inflict 
by iegiJative enactments or regulations on another Statf. Is there any 
tiling in'that clause that gives a b-tate a right either to add or diminish the 
iiiidts of slavery ? - Is it not passing strange if- a State possesses that right 
that the word p •ohibitiDg slavi^ry never wa.i3 mentioned in the Constitution ? 
Suppose that the constitution had made a proviiion that all work animals 
that might stray beyond .the limits of their, tState shotdd be delivered up to 
■ their legal clauuants, would it be considered to apply entirely either t6 
horses, mmles or cattle, or to one moi'e than the other i Would it not b6 
supposed to embrace all the varieties? Now' how many diflerent varie- 
ties are there of labor or services— is the poor negro the only one alluded- 
to ? If the framers of our -constitution intended that it should have refe- 
rence to master and slave, thereby giving- a State the right to make, it a 
free State Why, for the first time, is the constitution not explicit and 
plain, and say that a State has a right to legislate on private property. 

If a State has a right to legislate on slavery she has a right 
to legislate on any thing else by substituting the meaning of one word for 
another, however different they may be, but to be oised in either case to 
suit all contingencies. It must be conceived as a plain fact that if a free 
State has a right to exclude a man owning negroes^ from being a citizen 
therein, that a slave State shou'd possess a similar risfht to exclude there- 
from all persons who are not owners of negroes. The citizens in a free 
State object to negroes remaining within the hmits of the State, not from 
any feeling of philanthrophy or sympathy for their condition, but are, ac- 
tuated by the conviction that it would be more conducive to the interest and 
general prosperity of the State. In addition to preferring their labor be- 
ing done by white men; on the contrary, people in a slave State are just 
on the opposite extreme, prefer having ail their labor done by negroes. — 
Now. which of the two 'parties can point to the constitution and therein 
find a clearly defined power by which one party is vested with more power 
than the other. 

In 1776, when the Declaration of Independence was framed, slavery 
existed in all the States and territories of this Union — slavery now exists 
in but fifteen of the thirty-one States of the Union— slavery is forbidden 
by positive law in Oregon and Washington, James K. Polk approving the 
act. Slavery exists not in Nebraska. By the admission of free Califor- 
nia, and the organization of Washington and Oregon territories, slavery 
is excluded from the Pacific ocean. In Main, on the Atlantic, on a line 
through to the Pacific ocean; Slavery has been excluded since 1787 and 
in 1788 even Maine was slave holding as well as all that last territory. — 
The history of the country has been one continued advance of freedom 
over slavery ever since 1787. By the admission of free Cahfornia into 
the Union, the line of freedom runs down South to 22 1-2 degrees north 
latitule 4 1-2 degrees south of the Missouri line, and it may be said 
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that Utah is ^ free territory. The Mormom Bible resists slavery, and 
the Mormons ^themselves forbid the existence of slavery amongst them.— 
The constitution s'dys that congress, and not the Mormon simll have power 
; to. dispose of -and make all needful rides .and regulations respecting the 
territories or other ^public property belonglag to the United States. When 
a State is admite^ -into the Union the public land within its limits yet uii- 
appropriated is just as much public propi^riy as it was when a 
tirritory, and siiiU. lands are consequerjtly under the supervision of 
congress and subject to all the rales and regulations that Congress is cloth- 
>ed with the power of exercising, as guardian of the pt.ople and for the 
good of the -whole. What right has any to say that Utah is free and will 
:be a free State — that the Mormons will not tolerate negroes amoi^gst 
them ? Wliat right has any one to say that such and such States and 
territories have been *nado free by law ^ind compromise ? The mouieut 
the United States become in possession of any territory it that moment 
fal's in the' hands of Congress, our common guardian, as public property, 
subject to no laws or compromise only such as are necessary and right lo 
carry out.the purposes of the cons,titution, which said guardian is sworn 
eto support aR& -which declares all equal. 

"If the framers of our constitution has granted to the States the power 
*to legislate on private property in opposition to the full spirit and mean- 
ing of that finstrument, which makes property qualifications the test of 
citizenship within a State. If they intended th.it we should be left unre- 
strained by the influence of any law and to let loose all the selfish feel- 
ings incident to man, and for the majority to rule the minority and to dj- 
vest them of the right of being participants in the blessings of their 
country. If such avqs their intention, why such expenditures ? W'hy so 
much loss of blood ? WHiy so many privations and toils ? Why that dis- 
interested sympathy and aid extended to them by strangers in their strug- 
gle for 'liberty ? Why 'did they not prefer being goaded by the oppressive 
laws of their mother' country and be slaves to kings and lords, i;i 
preference to leavipig their offspring, each one subject to the unrestrained 
evil passions of the other and for might to give right, and only to be buoy- 
ed up by an imaginary idea of liberty. 

What right has any one to say that 'this or that is slave or free terri- 
tory by law or compromise. It matters not liow far north or how far 
south, how far east or west, they are all equally under the jurisdiction of 
congress, exercising a common guardianship for the good of .the whole.— 
It is all nothing more or less than public property to which all American 
citizens, as heirs under the constitution, have an equal right to purchase 
and settle thereupon, and that cannot be done by the heirs' without the aid 
and ^assistance of their common guardian, they cannot play snatch game. 
Thay canneit make might give right, .the piajority have no power to ex- 
clude the minority from being participants therein, but the equitable pro- 
portions must be allotted to them by their guardian and neither said guar- 
dian nor any powder has any right, either by any law or compromise, to 
make any regulation by the exercise of which any part of 'said public pro- 
perty, would be so converted as to destroy or in any wise interrupt that 
equal channel of distribution intended by the constitution. The heirs 
themselves assembled, wholly and altogether or through their -representa- 
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lives, have no right to squander away rights and privileges, to • which their 
latest posterity have an equal claim with themselves. When Utah is 
knocking at the door for admittance into- the Union, it matters not whether 
peopled with Abolitionists or slavehokLrs, it matters not how great their 
aversion to slavery may be. They are just equal and" nothtng more than 
equal under the constitution, to participate in all the rights, privileges and 
immunities, all srisiog from our goveriunent. it is all public property, and 
nur common guardian alone being vested with the power to make all 
uei dful rules and rrgulations cone rning it, has the povver to^ carry out 
iind act up to the full spirit of the will or constitution, thereby admitting^ 
it into the union, as all States should be open and ready for settlement to all, 
regardless of tlie kind of property that either may be possessed of. The 
constitution has delegated this guardian congress with no power to ex- 
clude or to be in any wise instrumental towards excluding, any part of 
said heirs from the full enjoyment of their equitable proportion, to suit 
the will or caprice of the stronger party, but, to the contrary, enjoins it 
on said guardian to act for the good of the whole and to maintain a per- 
fect equality between them. This guardian cannot comply with the stip- 
ulations of the will if he does not retain the power of governing said 
estate and distributing it agreeably to the instructions therein laid down- 
No part of the heirs can violate a setded principle of the will, by which 
the choice of one would be affected to the exclusion of another, without 
coming under the jurisdiction of their common guardian. If, then, a 
State, by an assumption of pov/er never granted to them by the constitu- 
tion, has conceived the right to legislate on private properly, and if that 
spirit of proscription has engrafted itself in our body politic as an evil 
that will sooner or later subvert our liberties. If it has already broken 
into the sanctuary of domestic happiness, peace,, tranquility and liberty for 
the achievement of which our torefathers lived and died. If, by false 
construction of our constitution, that has been looked upon by all nations 
of the earth as the most perfect production of human wisdom, civil war 
lias been waged with all its desolating influence — if, from that cause, a 
brother has stained his hands in a brother's blood, and made this land, 
that should be held sacred as the burying ground of martyrs of liberty, 
the slaughter ground upon which then" sons are to be lutchered — if from 
that cause our countiy has been laid waste by those Vv'ith whom we aro 
connected by all the ties of consanguini:y and social relations and sur- 
rounded by the same household gods, if our land has been crimsoned 
with the blood of its citizens, and been made the theatre on which 
cruelty and destruction has been acted — if, from that cause houses have 
been depopulated and exposed to the crackling flames of the incendiary, 
who would smile with maniac glee at the earnest suppHcation of innocait 
woman, appealing to hearts of bteel for the preservation of her unfortu- 
nate husband, and deaf to the infant but earnest appeals of orphan child- 
ren in behalf of their butchered father, who once cherruped like springs 
on his knee, at last left lonely wanderers, all of whom with tears of grief 
and bitter recollections, look back to the scenes of destruction — to the 
scenes of the last, fond farewell of that parental eye, flickering in its 
socket, trying, even in death, to give them one more token of aflection. 
Ifjl)y false construction of the constitution and by the exercise of adange- 
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rous principle, civil war and all of its concomitant evils have threatened us — 
if this beautiful temple of liberty erected by our forefathers, lighted up with 
the lamps of fretdom and civilization, to which we have invited the oppressed 
nations of the earth to retrt at as an asylum from their oppressors, and 
which Its builders implored us to preserve as the work of their hands — if 
it is now convulsed and totleriiig to and fro with the yawning earthquakes 
of dissentibn, aiid its enemies are busily engaged in producing the work 
of its destruction, which threa^teils to crush under its ruins, indiscriminate- 
ly, friends and foes, would it not be right, all feeling a sense of common 
danger, to Bury all causes of discontent, and after spending our estate, 
after the example of the prodigal son, return to the precepts of our fathers 
and make restitdtion for the past by a strict adherence to paternal obi ga- 
llons for the future ? If the constitution gives a State no right to legis- 
late on private properly, from what sou c j is it derived ? Is it contended 
that the ordinance of 1787, passed in Congress under the Oid Art'cles 
of Confederation, is n precedent to control our legislation for the terri- 
tories and States, under our present form of government? The provi- 
sions of that ordinance prohibited slavery froni the noith west territory^ 
than which nothing can be more inconsistent with the powers of the 
present government. Tiue it is thai our constitution says, in article 
6th, that all debts and enga$jements entered into before the adoption of 
tHe cons'diution, should he as valid against the United Stales as under 
the confederacy. Ail debts and engagements. What interpretation 
shall be put on those two words? Can we look upon them in any other 
light than as being synonymous, expressing the s;ime thing by different 
words? Are the words '^dt-bts and engagements," here used as a part 
of the Old Articles of Confederation? Are they used as expressive of 
laws passed by Congress under the Articles of Confederation that W3 
are stdl bound to obey? Can any thing be' more absurd? To assume 
that position would be equivalent to contendir;g that we now live under a 
constitution, the principles of which we can never exercise wdien the en- 
joyment of which clashes with erroneous and unsafe doctrines of the 
former one, which has long sinc3 been repealed by the ado|t on of ano- 
ther. Can it be supposed that the frainers of our constitution intended 
that the old Articles of Confederation, or any law passed in Coj gress in 
pursuance thereof, that would in any wise be calcuia'.od to clash with the 
liberties of the people, should be regarded by our constitution otherwise 
than with sovereign contempt ? Can it be argued that all their injurious 
enactments that termed such an imperfect bond of union betw^ en the 
States, a«id so entirely inadequate to meet the wants and contingencies 
of the govtrnment, should be recognized by our constitution as a part of 
the supreme law of fhe land? Can it be supposed that when the fra- 
mers of our constitution formed the present plan of government, and de- 
clared their object was to form a more perfect union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquility, provide for the common d<^fence, pron;ote 
the general weLare, and secure the blessings of liberty to themstlves 
and posterity. I say, is it possible that the framers of our constitution 
could have had the promoting of all those grand objects, by supporting 
and engrafting in our government d.ctrines repugnant to its spirit, and 
v/hich arc calculated to le^d directly to an opposite extreme, if our constitu- 
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tion is bound to. fulfill a part of that ordinance that was passed in Con- 
(rress, acting under the- old Articles of Confederatien, declaring that 
slavery should not exist in the north west territory, if the words all 
"debts and engagements" can, in the nature of possibility, be made ap- 
plicable to a part of the ordinance, instead of local matters entirely of a 
diiTerent character? Then it necessarily follows that it is applicable to 
all the laws under the confederation. If, then, that part of said ordi- 
nance that declares that slavery shall never exist in the north west terri- 
tory, is valid against^the United Slates, as under the confederation, then 
all the provisioas undyr our former government, for the establishment of 
laws, are also valid against the United States, as under the confedera- 
tion. If the words " debts and engagements" is applicable to one law 
under the c:>nfLderation, it is applicable to the whole. Should Congress, 
under cur present constitution, regard thia ordinance as laying down rules 
for the future goveriirnent of said territory, any more than if it never 
had baen passed. Why — becaas? they were eng:afttd with and con si - 
d':red a pan ol the old articles of confederation, that were considered 
not only inefficient to produce the effect desired, but destructive to liber- 
ty, and repugnant to the full spirit and meaning of the constitution, the adop- 
tion of wnica by thfi common consent of the States, had rendered one 
null and void, and the other the supreme law of the land. But suppose 
that every part of said ordinance has been strictly adhered to by con- 
gress, it cannot in that event be made to appear in any other light than 
tiiat there has been a gross and total departure, on the part of congress, 
from the fiuidamental principles of our government, by the unanimous 
adherence to which t'.e States were actuated when they formed our pre- 
sent Union, as it is now proposed to show : — The north west territory 
v;as ceded to the United Siati:s by the general assembly of Virginia, at 
their session begun October 20th, 17S3, and accepted by the congress of 
tlie United States March 1st, 1784. The act of Virginia was modified 
by act of assembly of December oOth, 17S8, conssntmg that the territo- 
ry be divided into not more than five nor less than three S a'.es, and as- 
senting to the ordinance of con-gress for the government of this terjito- 
ry, which was passed July 13th, 1787 — an act to provide fox the govern- 
ment of the territory north west of the river Ohio, v\'as approved Au- 
gust 7th, 1789. This territory was divided into two separate govern- 
ments by act of Congress, May 7th, 1800. The north western territory 
ccd'.d by the commotiwealih of Virginia, was the subjtctof special le- 
gislation by the congress: of the coiifedi'ration, first by the passage o: a 
ri'sohition for its government, on the 2od of April 1784, and then by the 
adoption of an ou'hiance, which v;as sanctioned by congress on the V6ih 
of July, 1787 — the sixth article of which d( dares that neither slavery 
nor involuntary servitude shall exi^t in said territory. When our con- 
stitution was drawn up and reported, there existed in some States a dis- 
trust and well-grounded apprehension that it was incapable and entirely 
inefficient to promote the great object of equality and justice that all 
were desirous should exist between nidividuals and States. The States 
had claimed extensive limits of territory, and each one ambitiously 
grasping at territories, to which neither one had an exclusive right, nei- 
tiier of whom vv'ould have used w'ith greater moderation or justice. Tho 



increase of power and wealth derived from those territories, when ac-' 
quired, than what they displayed in their endeavors to acquire them, such 
being the general feeling of existing difterenees between the States in 
relation to the territories. Finally, after finding all other expedient* in- 
effectual in f)romoting the ends of justice, and- in order to remove the 
only obstacle to the final ratification of the constitution, it was resolved 
in congress of the confederation, on the 10th October, 1780, " that the 
unappropriated lands that may be ceded to the United States or rehnquish- 
ed to the same by any particular State, pursuant to the recommendation 
of Congress of the 6th Dec. 1779, shall be disposed of for the com- 
mon benefit of the United States, and all have the same rights of sovereign- 
ty, freedom and independence as the other States ; that eax'h State that 
shall be so formed shall contain a suitable extent of territory, not less 
than 100 nor lean 150 miles square, or a& near thereto as circum-- 
stances will admit, and be settled and formed into distinct republican 
States, which shall becoine members of the federal Union.- That the 
said lands shall be granted or setded at such time and under- such regu-' 
lations as shall hereafter be agreed upon by the United States m Con- 
gress assembled, or any nine of them, or more." We see here an incli- 
nation, unaninious on the part of all the States, acted out to' endow and 
clothe Congress with the unrestricted power to act in this matter for ihe- 
g.ood of the who-le, as th^ir common guardian. Each State throws all 
tiieir supposed claims and rights to territories, as common stock in the 
hands of their guardianj to be distributed in way and manner aforesaid,., 
for the good of the whole, and enjoins it on said guardian, as part of the 
supreme law of- the land and w-hich can never be countermanded, to 
erect in each State a- republican government. Congress, under ttiese 
circumstances, clothed with unlimited powers in this case, and of the 
people's own choice, of which said guardian never can be divested all 
obstacles being removed to the ratification of the constitution, it was com- 
pleted on the 1st Marchj 17S1.- The articles being dated the 9lh July, 
1778, and this completed the bond of union of the thirteen original States, 
whose delegates assembled in congress;, continued to legislate and exe- 
cute the powers of the United States, under the articles of confederation,. 
until the 4th March, 1789, when, by their res'olution of the 13th Sep- 
tember, 17S8, the constitution of the United States, also adopted and rati- 
fied by the people of the said original States, went^ into operation, forni' 
ing thereby a more perfect union of the people for the government of 
the United States. In the short space of four years after, the Stales 
had enjoined it on congress to receive from iheni all tt-rritories to be 
thrown in by the States as common stock for the good of the whole, and 
further enjoining them to form a republican government in each and 
every State that might thereafter be formed within the limits of said ter- 
ritory to be endowed with all the powers of sovereignty, rights and privi- 
leges of citizens of the United States. This northwest territory was 
made a case of special legislation by the confederation, first by the pas* 
sage of a resolution for its government, on the 23d April, 1784^ and an 
ordinance of Congress passed for the Government of this territory, 
July 13th, 1787, thereby excluding slavery from said territory, by 
which only one party who might be possessed of the legal property qual- 
ifications could be enabled to remain within the limits of said territoryf 
thereby erecting an anti'repubh'can form of government in said terri- 



wy. The States, prior to the , constitution, were ever studious to retain 
ihe reins of government in their own bands, it appeared thi^t congress 
was only the insinunent of administering justice, providing for the.corn- 
^nion defence, &c., subject at all times to be controUtd by the will or in- 
clination of individual States^; that inordinate thirst for power manifeste,(i 
•by therStates might have been presumed to be forever quelled, after .wit- 
nessing its destructive influences, and after, by common consent, each 
State having relinquished its right ot the 'territory, to the United Stdtes, 
for the good of the whole. Here are now two cases ,of importance pre« 
-sented to our view between the merits of v/hjch it may be deemt,d.ne- 
cessary to show that the ordinance declaring that the northwest territory 
should be free, is null and void and repugnant to all the leading princi- 
ples of territorial and State governments that united us togeth<&ras con- 
federate States. As mentioned, the States before final adoption of the 
constitution made a surrender to all their right of territory to the Uni- 
ted States, to be used for the good of the whole, without any reference 
to any geographical dislinciion, parly or sect, and confided said territory 
in the hands of their common guardian, congress, to be distributed with- 
out any distinction for the good of the whole, said g-uardian guaranteeiiig 
to e act! and every State that might be erected within the limits .of said 
respective territories a republican government with equal rights.an(i 
privileges, subsequent to that constitutional provision for making dispo- 
sition of the pubii-c lands and the government -to be creattd therein upon 
republican principles. The nortlwest territory .ceded by the commoii- 
wtalih of Virginia to the United States for purposes before inentioned, 
was made the subject of special legislation by the congress of the Coii- 
■ff. deration, first by the passage of a resolution for its government on the 
23d April, 1784, and then by the adoption of an, ordinance sanctioned by 
congress, the 13th July, 17S7, v.'hich said ordinance excludes from said 
territory slavery.- Is this one of the debts or engagements, if they can 
be soclassed, that is just as valid under the constitution as the confede.- 
racy ? Now here are two debts or engagements, Avhich our said guar- 
dian is bound to discharge — it is impossible, in the nature. of .things, for 
both to be liquidated. Our said guardian, congress, has transcended the 
limits laid down for her action — her contracts transcended her meians — 
and it is impossible for l^t one to be fulfilled. The first is agreeably to 
the full spirit and meaning of our constitution, and upon the faithful, dis- 
charge of which our happiness and liberties depend — the othe/isun- 
^ auctioned by our constitution, is anti-republican in its character, robs 
American citizens of their ^^qual rights and privileges, e-uaranteed to 
them by the constitution, and subjects the minority to the compulsive re- 
strictions of the majority, hi the passage of .said ordinance, there is ex.- 
hibited a most flagrant and daring outrage of principles and usurpation 
of pov.'er almost unparalleled in the history of our country. Here is pre- 
sented to our viev,' the original States, at one time cherishing all the 
principles of just.'ee and equality, and regarding the public territories as 
public property, that had been gained from the 4ving of Great Ikitain or 
the Indians, by the blood and treasure of all, and ought therefore to be 
a conmion estate to be granted out on terms equally beneficial to every 
American citizen. Such amongst other noble purposes of like charac- 
<u and mutually entertained — it was that that dispersed all the elcmetii^ 
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of dissentioii existing under the articles of confederation and laid the 
foundation, as wa's then fondly hoped, of forming a Union founded upon 
the broad republican principles, characterized by a strict sense ofj justice 
and equality to every American citizen — burying all distinctions without 
any regard to any party or sect, or geographical lines of disiinction.— 
Our constitution was framed on the broad principle of equality, guaran- 
teeing to each and every State in the Union a republican form Oi govern- 
ment. But that feeling was of short duration, and those same States that 
had so seriously rendered themselves conspicuous by their n-iauy mani- 
festations of patriotism and a commendable ardor for the promotion of the 
public good, assumed the daring responsibility of revoking the principles 
of our government and which each State w'as solemnly bound to observe. 
By making the northwest terrritory, ceded by the State of Virginia to 
the United States for the public good, a case of special legislation, there- 
by passing an ordinance in direct opposition to all their former protesta- 
tions, declaring that' slavery should never exist within the limits of Soid 
territory, and free only lo that part of the American citizens wbomight 
bring with them the right kind of property cfualificaiions, thereby erect- 
ing an aiVti-republican government, hostile in its characttr and entirely 
at variance with all the principles of a republican government, which 
our constitution guarantees to each State. Here is one aihongst the first 
aggressions against the equal rights of the people by legislation on the 
subject of slavery, and can be adverted to as almost the exckisive source 
frc)iri whence that inequality in all the rights and privileges has emana- 
ted and the starting place of all jealousies and divisions relating to the 
subject of negro slavery. This northwest territory was ceded to the 
United States to be appropriated as aforesaid by the general assembly of 
Virginia, at their session begun October 20th, 17S3, and accepted by the 
Congress of the United States, March 1st, 17S4. That cession wao not 
more than made and accepted by the congress of the United States, be- 
fore Virginia assumed the right to legislate for said territory, afti^r hav- 
ing relinquished all rights to lands therein to the United States for the 
common good. The act of Virginia was modified by act of assembly, 
Be'cember 30th, 17SS, consenting that the territory be divided into not 
more than five nor less than three States, and assenting the ordinance of 
congress for the government of this territory, wdiich w-us passed July 13th, 
'1787. What right had Virginia, after having surrendered all her claim 
to ssfid territory to the United States for the public good to modify any 
act by which she would be instrumental in violating a solemn agreement 
ejntered into by all the States, and Avhat right had congress to act in di- 
rect opposition to the express conditions upon which said territory was 
relinquished, c^ded to no particular State, but to the United States, to be 
confided in the hands of congrevss, a conimon guardian, acting agreeably 
to instructions, for the good of the whoh?, and thereby nurturing and sus- 
taining the ambitious, grasping inclination of the territories for the emol- 
uments of independent State's, that had been so. recently the cause of 
strife amongst the States? Is this surrender of the whole northvvest ter- 
ritory to a part of American citizens, classed with all debts that is bound 
to be fulfilled under the constitution, as under the confederacy, that e.x- 
eludes more than one half American citizens from the rights of settle- 
ment within the limits of said territory, to which all had on equal right? 
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,This territory and the terms upon which it was ceded to the United 
States for the pubh'c good, was accepted by the congress of the Unitecl 
States, March Ist, 178 1. Is that ordinanc 3, that vyas passed at that time, no"t 
sanctioned by any lav/ or precedent and in direct vioiaiion of -the settled 
agreement between Hie States to be considered as an engagement, valid 
under our consiiiution, if we recognize thtit unconstitutional ordinance 
that is caknlatfed to nurture and promot(! a\! tlie Le.elings of stril'.; und j-nlousy, and 
to array section against sectioi?; interest i:!^-ain?t interorit, and mrin against his fellow 
man, th«">n airreeably to the same expression, we are equally bound to i.e ^ overned 
by ail the articles of the confederacy ' 
*I say, if words, "dehts and enp;a<re merits,''' mentioned in the 6th article of onv 
constitution, was intcndeil to be app) ed to the oppressive conditions imposed bythn 
confederacy — if it was intended that the words '"aU debts and eng.igeinents-' shouUl 
embrace all laws of the confeileracy, to be as valid under our constitution as un- 
diir the conffideracy, it would then appear rery clear that wo now Uvetl tinder a 
constitution the exercise of the principles of which, formed for the general good, 
Avould depend entirely upon Ih^ restrictions imposed upon us by the confederacy 
to be observed, and that we had no right to acr up to its full spirit and meardng, 
provided it clashed with any .^iebts or enin:;>gements of tiie conferoraUon, all of 
which is just as vali;'. under the constitution as undsr the cohPederacy, one just as 
much binding on our government as another, however de?.ti-p,ctiv'^ it might be to 
the re&ce and prosperity of the Union. Can it bo siipposcd that it was int*^nded\ 
when our constitution was a<U-ptad by the States,' airbiding to every American 
cifiztsn equal rights and privileges and guaranteeing to fvery State a republican 
form of governmen'-, that the framors of that inst'ument intended that the princi- 
ples of the confederacy should be engrafted therein, fiom which the States, by 
their united struggles and surrender, were released. • In pursuance of the recom- 
mendation contained in the resolution of congress, of the Oth D-:comber, 1780, the 
following States inade cessions of territory to the Ui.itori Stat''s at the dates re- 
spectively stated : The State of New York, on Marcfi l?A. 17?^1; the S ate of Vlr- 
piilia.'on 'March 1st, ITM ; Massachusetts, on Ap il 19th, iTSoj Cotmecticut, Sept. 
14th, 1786, and coniirmed Mav 30th, 1800 ; S. ('arolina, Aug. 9:ti, 1787 } N. Carolina, 
Feb. 55th, 1790; Geor<;ia, April 24!;h, 1802; and in t:ho<'ongress of the confederation, of 
date 10th bctot)er, 1780, itwas resolved '-that the unappropriated iands Uiut may be 
ceded or rGlinquished to the United S'-ates, by any piirticular S'.ate, pursuant to said 
recommendation of congress, of the 6th September, 1780, sluill-be di."^po<ed of for 
the common benefit of the U/ated St-.ites, and b.-; setibni and formed into dihtincl re- 
publican States, which shall become members of the federal Union and have the same: 
rights of sovereignty, freedom a d independence as the other States." Can we viev/ 
tie surrender of this n orthwest territory, to be selllcd by only a part of American 
citizens, all of whom had an equal right hi any other light tlnui as a gross and pal- 
pable departure of the'principles by which eacli State was actuarcdV How liUlo 
it comports with the power vested in congres-, by mutual consent, to erect a re- 
publican government in all the Statesthat maybe created within said territories and 
extending to all the same rights and privileges? Can this usurpation of })owcrbe so 
tortured as to be recognized as one of the dt'bisor eng:igfmtn\ts tiiat is as valid un- 
der our constitution as uiulei' the confede-acy, or i;.; it not aTi illegal d^bt, an unjust 
obligation, an engagement sanctiojied by no law or ]necedont, and iho foul otJ- 
spring that claims; ts origin in violutii-ig obligati >ns mutu;iily agr^-ed upon and 
gagements acquiesced ii\ for the good of the whole, which engngemonts, jiotwith- 
standing the ardor they have been pursued by the opponejits of equal right.s 
and privileges — they stand in bold defiance to the ambitious desig'S of dem^gogties 
and view with contemptthe raging spirit of fanaoci.-m. That surrender the Sl'utca 
made of their respective territories, under tho confederacy, for tlie good of the 
whole, agreeably to said recommendation of congress, is also a debt or "engajfemmit 
made by mutual consent and now composes that part of our constitution as rf>lu,tc3 
to territori'^s and States, and the goverjunont th.en'of. If the wo ds "•'debts and en- 
gagements" wliich are synonymous in their meaning, iiavuig reference to debts, con- 
tracts, grants, ice, coufd be made applicable to all iho oidinances and laws passed 
under the confederation, we would be in the san)e condition that we were prior to 
the adoption of the coHsHtution. If the framers of our constitution intended 
that any law of congress of the confederation should come ia contact with equal 
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rights .and privileges that they labo. i red to promote, why guarantee to each Stats 
a republican government and promising to ail eqi'.al rights and privileges, and declrt- 
i-iiig that the constitution and the iawii ot'the Uni;ed States^ which shall be made in 
pursuance thereof, and all treaties made pr which shall be made under authority of 
the United States shall be the supreme law of the land, and the judges in every 
State shall be bound thereby, any tlung in the constitution or laws pf any State, to th e 
contrary notwithstanding? Sup)80se,for instance, that the thirteen priginal States^ af- 
ter havm^, agreeably to the recommendation of congress as afare.s£|id, relinquished 
their territories to the United States for the commou good, &c., in thepiace of pass- 
ing this said prdinance had, by the same usurpation of power, passed an ordinancf-: or 
law of an entirely opposite character, by the exercise of which. all persoivj vvoul«l 
•have been excluded from being residents'therein who were not slaveholders, would 
that now be construed as one of the debts or engtigeraefits as valid under our, con- 
stitution as uijder the confoderacv, or would it not be recognized as null and void 
ivnd a violation of a former compact that we were'bound to adhere to. Now what 
is the difference ? Here are two parties, each one contending for the ascendancy. 
.One party says that said territory sjiall be settled only bv that class who are not 
owners of negroes. Theoth-^r party declare that it Vhujl be settled only by slave 
holders. ,Eac|i party v.Mth their property although entirely dissimilarin their char- 
act rs are equally protected by our constitution, which also guarantees equal rif;,ht!i 
and privileges to all. Why should we Upast of b^ng nurtured in the land of lib- 
erty? Why talk about our .Union and ask for a perpetuation of .the blessings \\-»-' 
all'in common enjoy. Delusive idea ! Habit has accustomed us to the ]»angs of 
.oppression, and we, like victims of a disease that we have in no way been instru- 
mental in promoting— thai^k heaven that it ipno worse. No I We ?vre no longer a 
Union of States. A union implies harmony in all of its parts. Can a man in this 
boasted land, of republiranism transcend the liinits of his State with a certain 
species of property and make any certain calculations that he will not be plundered 
and robbed before he returns? Can we conceive any two nations of people how- 
ever ditlerent 'heir form of government may be, in whose breasts greater jealousies 
and hatred exists than there doe<^ ainongst people of our oy/n blood -and boue of 
.our bone, and have we not a right to ask to |.ia,ve this obstacle removed that has, 
in violation of the con-titution, excluded apart of American citizens froip their 
equal nghls and privileges ar.d has planted and nourished in ovir midst iin anti-re- 
puhlican government instead of a republican gover. ment, guarantied to us by the 
.constitution and has produced that deadly strife, that any two governments- so difte- 
rent in their characters are likely to produce. The constitution protects all Anic- 
rican citizens alike and guaranties to ail equal rights and privileges as Arncricau 
citizens, and legisl iting upon private properly is in qpppsitipn to our constitution 
and to all the principles oX' a republican goverment. ' 

If slaveholders had l een indulged ifi the same wild, spirit of usurpation, upd had 
been tolerated in driving from slave States all persons who owned property of a 
contrary kind, would they now have the audacity to add insult to injury, and call it 
an original right, sanctioned by prcjcedent and example ? No — like some foul cau- 
.ccrous sore, that has v.'ith insiduous progress seated its-lf in the pnce gigantic 
frame of the suiTerer, he resorts, to the application;of some soothing.and alleviat- 
ing prescription, to I'elieve the pangs of monientary pain, Li the ^ne'an lirn* he sui- 
fers the rp(»ts to expand, which at length baflles all , common remedies, and at lastia 
compelled to apply the proper remedy.' ,Let us no,w, in our crippled condition, af- 
ter bninu; hiifTh^.l in our healing restoratives, apply the constitution, and live up to 
its full spirit before the disease becopies, master, of pur body politic, and not defer 
the remeily until ,the application would eiid-inger the life of the patient. But sup- 
pose slaves to be either a curse or a blessing to their owners, and if .they prove to be 
a curse to their owners, where did they get the right to dare to touch it in any 
shape more than to admit nogrocs au-i their masters, upon an equal footing with 
owners of any other kind of property, all of whom under the constitution are 
equal. If congress has no right to lessen or to increase the limits of slavery — if 
that body possesses no power to legislate private property in or out of a State, can 
it be supposed that a State po>;ses&es that power. People in a State have no right 
to legislate on that subject. Just in either" way, the majority in n State has the 
same right to make a free State that a majority in another'has to make a slave 
State. That is to say, that neither has the power, or any right., to act on that sub- 
ject, as in either case' <hat kind of property by .leg^islation would be either iiicrea,3- 



pd in Us limit?, or diminif-hed ; and in either case one party excluded, both.of'whonr 
hav? an equal right. Con one Stat« at her option destroy a settled principle of the 
constitution? And can the congress of t.lie [Jnited States, and the President, on 
the watch-tovvrer of our liberties, sworn bet'oae Almighty God to sapport th'- con- 
stit-ition, be the tacit observers of encroae^unents made by one party in a State 
Against the rights of .-.nother party, gnaranteed to them by the constitution ? Con- 
press has the power to rhake all needful rules and regulations respeeting territories, 
or other public property. When a State is admitted into the Uiiiorv, the public land 
is just as much uuder the jurisdiction of thisguardian congress as the territory was" 
Let'ore it became a State. There the property is that has to be equally divided, 
agreeably t© the will, and this guardian acting for them all, and sworn to make' 
them all equal, is bound so to admit said State in such a manner as to be enabled to' 
make the equitable dividenci, by thr owing it open to be settled equal and alike by 
all American citizens who may desire to emigrate thereto,, regardless of the kind, 
of property either may he possessed of. Lfrt congress pass that law for the good 
of the whole people. The limits of slavery thereby would be neither increased or 
diminished by said action of congress, butleft like water to seek i.s level, and to' 
seek its own channel. All Amferican citizens thereby wauld be equally protected 
in their rights guaranteed to them by the constitution, and would pifeccually remova 
the minority beyond the reach of oppressive legislation on that siibjcct by the ma- 
jority. People in a territory have just as good a right to mtake laws to the exclu- 
sion of one party, as they have when said' territory is made a State. That is t"> say, 
both are under the guardianship of congrcs«, and if either pass any laws thnt con- 
flict with the will or eonstitution^ and thereby im])air its validity before the dis-' 
tribution is made by said guardian in a way therein described, they are then and 
under them circumstances equally subject to the control of said guardian, whoso 
duty it is to carry out the will to it-* full meaning and spirit. When a territory is 
ripe for admittance into the Union, the children all having arrived at twenty-one 
years, the guardian has just to discharge the obligations imposed by the will — that- 
is, to divide said estate equally. This can only be done by this same regularly con- 
stituted guardian, congress; audit must be made in pursuance to that instrument, 
which enjoins it on said guardim to make all equal, and to maintain that equality 
amongst tliem. Thus l<?gally possessed of it by their gHnrdian, each one being 
made equal agreeably to tlie coii'-ti.tution, they can pass any la as relative to the go-, 
v<>rning of thijir domesitic concerns, that they may c'onceive most productive of 
their interests and welfare. The heirs must be legally the owners of it,' by equal 
distribution, made by their guardian agreeably to the will, before they have the 
power of managing .it. When legally possessed of it agreeabiy^ to the constitution' 
they are not prohiijited from managing their domestic concerns, and making laws 
and regulations to suit themselves j provided, nevertheless, they make no laws thafc- 
wiil in any wise impair tiiat feeling of- harmony and equality that was intended 
should always exist. 

For instance, a man dies, who leaves an i'nmense estate to be equally divided 
araongst a numerous family of sons, and there is a reg..larly appointed guardian 
to administer to each son, upon arriving to the years of twenty-one their equal pro- 
portion of said estate, agreeably to the will of their father. A part of said es-- 
late consists of a veiy extsnsive farm, on wiiich a part of said sons have located; 
themselves, and not yet twenty-one years of age, and consequently under the gui- 
dance and superintendence of this guardian, and it appears that those minors on 
said estate have already declared hostility to each other, from the fact of their be-: 
ing divided into two parties, and each party beuig determined to hold said estate to' 
the exclusion of the other, when they should become of age. At length they ar-- 
rive at the age of twenty-one years, and it appears that they are inflexible in the; 
determination they expressed when minors, each party contending to hold said es- 
tate to the exclusion of the other brothers, and moreover claim the right so to make 
laws and regulations to suit — that b-y their exercise they will be enabled to entire- 
ly exclude the weaker party from being residents thereon. In this case how should 
this guardian act who was appointed to administer to each one his equitable pro- 
portion? Would he be fulfilling the responsible duties imposed upon him by tho 
will to surrender to them the unrestrained right to carry their threats into execu- 
tion, by which the minority would be entirely excluded l>y the majority from being 
residents thereon? A State just admitted, is as much under the guardianship and 
jurisdiction of congress as it was when a territory. In the former case, the time 
has arrived, the childran all having arrived at manure age, for the guardian to ma k.« 
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the division. In the latter, tho guardir\n holds the property for the benefit of the 
heirs -when they do bncome ol' WhsMi CnmiUus was surrounded by fals'e accu- 

sations, and biinished from the city of Rome by his persecutors — when he arrived 
near the capital, and on the road to his place of banishment, he prayed and called 
the immortal Gods to \vitne?s, if the Roinin citlz'^ns had persecuted him with false 
accusations, and banished him without just grounds, that they v/ouhl soon repent 
of it, and expres*; t">aU the world the want of Camillus. Shortly after bis banish- 
ment, 13r.^nnus,tiie Gnulish g(?nerul, onteied the city of Rome, with his formidable 
army, exercising the unront'-sted sway over the liberties of the people, terms of 
peace were negt tiated between Brennus nrid the Romans, the price, to be pild in 
g:old, iigreod upon, and })at in t';e scales to be weij,'lied, when Brennu« threw his 
sword and liilt :nto tho'scale, crying' out in a menacing tone vo victis, wo to the 
conquered. 'J he Romans, sometime before tliat, recalled Cam lius from banish- 
ment, and before tho piuce of peace was ])aid he arrived with an ar5p,y that he liad 
prepared for the crisis, ordered *hem to take away the gold, saying that the liber- 
ties of Utnne h;>d been obtained b> stei'l, and not with gold. Let us recairour 
constitution, and iii- e the cojitrite Romans, expioss to all the- world the injury it has 
received at our hands, and l»'t our steady adhesion to all its principles be the steel 
through which our lost rights are t • bo redeemed and perpetuated. Can the body 
politii" be relieved from its present de;>Iorable condition without the application of 
the proper remedy? As well might a man who had been blessed with the best 
constitution, suffvJi* himself to fall into one excess of debauclier) , after relying 
upon a repetition of like excesses to cure the thirst for the intoxicating p is»n. un- 
til at last his emaciated frame is bowed down, no loriger bearuig any representa- 
tion to his former .self, he bfcomes a comnanion of b'-ggars, and ilie dwelling place 
of wretchedness and woe. Thei-eare but few i stances on record where the first 
iisurper of his coimtry's Jaws has subverted the liberties! of the people. No, it is 
his successors that are to' be dreaded, each one of whom, by steady, progressive 
steps become more huvless, whe.n at last they come with garments steeped in blood, 
surrounded by a train of hired sycoj)hants^ and bid defiance to the laws of their 
country. Onlj'' vest atiy power with th v exerc ise of a privilege by which our 
equality as American citizens, in all their rights and privdcges, would be destroy- 
ed, and ail is lost that is worth preserving. Does habit make an infraction of our 
constitution less injurious to the happiness and interest of the people, or the usur- 
per le>s to be dreaded? 1^ a St te, an inferior creature of the constitution, has a 
righr, to ngit-.>te » settled priuciplf , so'fixed by her '^c-iztov as never to be thrown iu 
to the shape of co-'trovcrsy, which s&ttb'd principle declares all equal, then she 
has a right to agitate and logishite oiv any other settled principle in our consiitn- 
tion. Carry out this principle and where would it e -"d ? Only tolerate the ma- 
joritv m h-gi-lating on tho reserved rights of the j)eople with the power of exclu- 
ding or retaining a partv agreeably to their views and decisions, and where would 
it end ? Religious f rofdom and pidvileges would languish and die, or its adherents, 
in imitation of former martyr.?, would exemplify thoir rectitude of conscience by a 
disregard of life, prolonged at the ex;)ense of violated feeling.^. Only vest any 
power on earth with the right to If\£;is(are on the setiled principles of our const.tu- 
tion, intended forever to be retained by the people as a shield of pro:ection ag.iinst 
the pointed arrows of their oppressors, and wo will live to see its death, like some 
huge, venerable oak, on who-;e lofty top the eagie, after soaring through distant 
lands, at la^^t found her renting place and brought forth her young, and with flap- 
ping whigs and eyes of fire, bid'tlofiance to ail thti feathered tribe, at last she sees 
the rude axeman beneath at the work of d"struction, she pounces from her lofty 
habitation and v,'itli wtdl-directed claws to his- b east, furiously tears his heirt 
asunder and stretches her victim on ti.e gi ound, she soars aloft and maintains her 
former height all covere«! with wounds, when soon some whispering breeze warns 
her of approaching danger, the well uirectid blows of the rugged woodsman with 
his hardened steel confiims her fears. Although mucli v/eakened from the loss of 
blood, she again descends from her iofty habitation to defend her stand, whvn lo, 
to her dismay, the birds of the forest, the screech owl, the companion of midnight 
spirits, and the croaking raven all conspire to destroy her. With well applied 
strokes the axemen avail themselves of th-3 golden chance and at length those noble 
boughs, that f tr years have waved in bold defiance to the stcrm, falls, and as 
though sensible of the injury, arouses the whole neighborhood, all of whom visit 
the old family tree and over it a deep melancholy lend, and drop a tear or tv o afc 
the recollection of former happy diys forever gone. ' VIVO IN SILVIS. 



